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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the phrase "The present 
invention provides" in line 1 should be deleted. Correction is required. See MPEP 

§ 608.01(b). 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 4, 
Iine16, "and" second occurrence should be deleted. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (AAPA) in view of Park et al. (US Patent 6,569,279). 

With regards to claims 1 and 1 1 , Applicant, at pages 1 and 2 of the specification 
to be known as AAPA, discloses a method for manufacturing a case, the method 
comprising Iami8nating sheet of wood with adhesives, compressing the laminated 
sheets, heat molding the laminated sheets to form sidewalls and panels for the case 
and heating the laminated sheets. AAPA does not disclose using radio frequency 
radiation for heating the laminated sheets. However it is known to use radio frequency 
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energy in place of conventional heating in the bonding of wood sheets as attested by 
Park et al., see column 1 , lines 60-63. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to have used radio frequency 
radiation in heating the stack of sheets in the method of AAPA, in light of the teachings 
of Park et al., as is known in the art. 

For claims 2-10 and 12-24, Applicant should note that the recited steps are either 
conventional in the art or within the general knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art. 
5. Claims 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
AAPA in view of Godin et al. (US Patent 6,670,536). 

With regards to claim 25, Applicant, at pages 1 and 2 of the specification to be 
known as AAPA, discloses a case for musical instruments, the case comprising a 
plurality wooden sheets laminated with adhesives, the plurality of laminated wooden 
sheets being compressed, heat molded and heated to form sidewalls and panels for the 
case. Although AAPA does not disclose a molded shock-absorbing material disposed 
on an interior of the case, a fabric layer disposed over the molded shock-absorbing 
material and a cover disposed over an exterior of the case, however such shock- 
absorbing material, fabric layer and cover are conventional in the art as attested by 
Godin et al., see column 1 , lines 16-32. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to have provided such 
structure to the case of AAPA, in light of the teachings of Godin et al., as is conventional 
in the art. Applicant should note that the limitation of the compressed, heat-molded 
wooden sheets being irradiated with radio waves is a product-by- process limitation and 
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as such has not been given any patentable weight for the claimed product. "Even 
though product-by-process claims are limited by and defined by the process, 
determination of patentability is based on the product itself. The patentability of a 
product does not depend on its method of production. If the product in the product-by- 
process claim is the same as or obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is 
unpatentable even though the prior product was made by a different process." In re 
Thorpe, 777 F.2d 695, 698, 227 USPQ 964, 966 (Fed. Cir. 1985), see MPEP §2113. 

For claims 26 and 27, Applicant should note that such use of staples or "L" shaped 
brackets is conventional in the art as well as within the general knowledge of one of 
ordinary skill in the art. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Essama Omgba whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4532. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-6:30, 1st Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Bryant can be reached on (571 ) 272-4526. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 10/692,540 



Page 5 



Art Unit: 3726 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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